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AppLNo. 10/667,699 • 
AmdL dated Nove ^^flfl^^ J 
Reply to Office Action of August 29, 2005 
and Notice of Non-Compliant Acodt of November 4, 2005 

REMARKS 

This is a resubmission of the Response filed on November 2, 2005. The Notice of 
Non-Compliant Amendment mailed on November 4, 2005 indicated that the Applicants 
did not include pending Claim 9 in Uxe Listing of Claims submitted with the response filed 
on November 2, 2005. Applicants inadvertently did not include Claim 9 in the Listing of 
Claims, and this resubmission corrects the Listing of Claims by including Claim 9. 

In the Office Action mailed August 29, 2005, Applicants' Claims 1-6 and 1 1-19 
wesre rejected as being anticipated by U.S. Pat, No. 6,847,887 Bl ("Casino")- In the Office 
Action mailed August 29, 2005, Applicants' Claim 1 0 was rejected as obvious in view of 
combination of Casino and U.S. Pat No. 6,366,851 Bl ("Chojnacki'0- 

Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to reconsider the present application 
in view of the following remarks. Applicants submit all pending claims are in condition 
for allowance. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. S 102 (e\ H 
Applicants 5 Claims 1-6 and 11-19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being ^ 
anticipated by Casino. Please find enclosed herewith a Declaration under 37 CFR 1.131 ^ 
showing that the Applicants, Narayanan Alwar and Mike Milici, were co-inventois of the {> 
invention claimed in the present application prior to the Casino patent. Accordingly, the 
Casino patent is not available as prior art against the claims of the present application. ^ 

o 

Thus, Applicants request that the rejection of Claims 1-6 and 1 1-19 under 35 U.S.C, § Q 
1 02(e) as being anticipated by Casino be withdrawn. ^ 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 6 103(al 

Applicants' Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 § (a) as obvious in view of 
Casino and ChojnackL However, since the Casino patent is not available as prior art 
against the claims of the present application, Applicants request that the rejection of Claim 
10 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious in view of Casino and Chojnacki be withdrawn. 
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Reply to Office Action of August 29, 2005 

and Notice of Non-Compliant Amrit. of November 4, 2005 

Conclusion 

With tie present response, all the issues in the Office Action mailed August 29, 
2005 and the Notice of N on-Comp lian t Amendment mailed November 4, 2005 have been 
addressed. Applicant submits that the present application is in condition for allowance. If 
any issues remain, the Examiner is requested to call the undersigned at the telephone 
number indicated below. 



Respectfully submitted, 




JomD, Shutter 
Reg! No, 41,311 



Patent Counsel 



NAVTEQ North America, LLC 

222 Merchandise Mart Plaza Drive, Suite 900 

Chicago, IL 60654 

(312) 894-7000x7365 
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